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condition for allowance; (2) a timelv filed iEp SKill S e y fi, ^, am endment which places the application in 
Examination (RCE) in iom^^vShU^u^ ( 3PPea ' fee): ° r (3) a time| y filed R*w*?l [or Continued 

PERIOD FOR RFPI V [check either a) Qr b)] 
The period for reply expires 3months from the mailing date of the find rejection ' 
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2. U The proposed amendment® will not be entered because: 
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(b) D. they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below)- u.tDeiow), 
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The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 
Claim(s) rejected: 1-24 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration* 25-63 
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Continuation of No. 5 

Examiner has fully considered Applicant's remarks concerning the indefiniteness 
rejection and has not found them to be persuasive. Applicant remarks that "Definiteness of claim 
language must be analyzed, not it a vacuum, but in light of: a) the content of the particular 
application disclosure; b) the teachings of the prior art; and c) the claim interpretat^ tto would 
be given by one possessing the ordinary level of skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention 
was made*'. Examiner agrees with this statement and contends that this is method used to ' 
analyze the claims. However, in contradistinction to applicant's further remarks, one cannot 
impart limitations from the specification, from prior art or from the interpretation that would be 
given by one possessing the ordinary level of skill in the pertinent art at the time the invention, 
wasmade". Without any additional elements, it is clearly impossible for the circuit to be a 
memory circuit. Additionally, voltage generator would not implicitly have a "word-line ■ 
precharge signal". It would be clear to one skilled in the art the a "word-line precharge signal- 
would be exclusively for a memory circuit, which has not been recited. 

With respect to Applicant remarks concerning the reference to Park etal., Applicant's 
remarks are still not understood The reference to Park et al. undeniably states that the circuit of 
IB is a "voltage pumping circuit". Further, contrary to Applicant's remarks, the operation 
e^essly stated in the reference to Park et al. concerning the elements cited in the rejection as 
being the "first charge pump" and the "second charge pump" each would be more than 
reasonably understood by one skilled in the art as being that of a charge pump. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the ' 
examiner should be directed to Terry Cunningham whose telephone number is 571-272-1742. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:30 to 6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor.Timothy P. Callahan can be reached on 571-272-1740. .The fax phone number fo^^ 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Intoation^^ 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for. unpublished 
applications is ^ available through Private PAIR only: For more info^^ 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have question, on access to the Private P 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). " 
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